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DETAILED ACTION 

The following is a Non-Final Office action in response to communications received July 
1, 2008. Claims 1, 6, 12-16 have been amended and claim 17-19 have been added. 
Therefore, claims 1-19 are pending and addressed below. 

Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the "at least one 
wedge " recited in claim 9 must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). 
No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
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the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1 -1 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

4. Claims 1 ,6, 1 2-1 6 recites that the clamping plate is supported on the base plate 
in "a positive fit in a direction of a traction force" or "in the direction of the traction force 
in positive fitting support against the base plate". It is unclear as to what is meant by a 
"positive fit in a direction of a traction force" or "in the direction of the traction force in 
positive fitting support against the base plate". Claims 1-19 are examined as best 
understood. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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6. Claims 1-4, 6-8, 12, 13 and 19 are rejected as best understood under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Andra' et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,584,738). 

7. Regarding claim 1 , Andra et al. discloses an anchoring (Figures 1 -4) for strip- 
shaped traction element (1 ) on a supporting structure (3) that is under tension, 
comprising a base plate (4,1 1 ) attached to the supporting structure and a clamping plate 
(12) clamped against the base plate, and fixed by adhesion and clamping (Col. 2, lines 
31-42), wherein the clamping plate is supported on the base plate in a "positive fit in a 
direction of a traction force of the traction element. The examiner considers the 
application of an adhesive to the anchoring area sufficient to meet the limitation of being 
"fixed" by adhesion. 

8. Regarding claim 2, Andra et al. discloses the clamping plate (12) on either side of 
the traction element (1 ) comprising in each case a downwardly protruding securing 
tappet (13) which engages, in each case a securing recess of the base plate (Fig. 4). 

9. Regarding claim 3, Andra et al. discloses the claming plate (12) that exhibits, on 
either side, in each case, a securing protrusion (Item 13) which is supported in each 
case against "a stop" (10) that is connected with the base plate (11). The Examiner 
considers the "stop" to be connected with the base plate indirectly. 

10. Regarding claim 4, Andra et al. discloses (Fig. 2) the clamping plate with its front 
surface facing in the direction of the traction force that is supported against two "stops" 
(5) that are connected with the base plate (4). The examiner considers the clamping 
plate to be supported on each side by the items 5 ("stops") that is connected to the base 
plate by the bolt connections (22). 
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1 1 . Regarding claim 6, Andra' et al. discloses the clamping plate that is fixed in 
position by a positioning device (5) which engages the clamping plate (12) in the 
direction of the traction force in "positive fitting" support against the base plate (11). 

12. Regarding claim 7, Andra et al. discloses the positioning device (5) that is 
"adapted" to be removed from the anchoring. It has been held that the recitation that an 
element is "adapted to" perform a function is not a positive limitation but only requires 
the ability to so perform. It does not constitute a limitation in any patentable sense. In 
re Hutchinson, 69 USPQ 138. 

13. Regarding claim 8, Andra et al. discloses the position device (5, Fig. 1) that 
comprises a bolt or " threaded rod" disposed between the clamping plate (12) and a 
bridge (14) that is connected with the base plate (11). 

14. Regarding claim 12, Andra et al. discloses the clamping plate that is fixed in 
position by a positioning device (5) which engages the clamping plate (12) in the 
direction of the traction force in "positive fitting" support against the base plate (1 1 ). 

15. Regarding claim 13, Andra et al. discloses the clamping plate that is fixed in 
position by a positioning device (5) which engages the clamping plate (12) in the 
direction of the traction force in "positive fitting" support against the base plate (11). 

16. Regarding claim 19, Andra et al. discloses an anchoring as set forth above that 
is cable of having a force that is transferred substantially equally from the traction 
element to the base plate and the clamping plate 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 7. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

18. Claims 17-18 are rejected as best understood under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Andra et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,584,738). 

19. Regarding claim 17, Andra et al. further discloses the threaded rod as set forth 
above that extends in the direction of the traction force. The examiner considers the 
direction of the traction force to have both a horizontal and vertical component. 

20. Regarding claim 18, Andra et al. discloses the traction element being fixed 
between the base plate and the clamping plate by adhesion and clamping as set forth 
above but does not specify adhesive on sides of the traction element facing the base 
plate and clamping plate. It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to 
have adhesive on sides of the traction element facing the base plate and clamping 
plate, since it is stated that the combination of adhesion and clamping contributes to the 
safety of the tensile force. It would be obvious to one skilled in the art to add adhesive 
where necessary and if preferred to increasing the safety of the tensile force. 

21 . Due to the indefiniteness of the claims no allowability determinations can be 
made at this time. 
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Response to Arguments 

22. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -1 6 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 

23. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JAMES J. BUCKLE JR whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3739. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 
Alternating Friday 7:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Glessner can be reached on 571-272-6843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Brian Glessner 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3633 

JJB 

/Robert J Canfield/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3635 



